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Art Unit: 2617 

The Art Unit location of your application in the USPTO has changed. To aid in 
correlating any papers for this application, all further correspondence 
regarding this application should be directed to Art Unit 2617. 

DETAILED ACTION 
Double Patenting 

Claims 1, 15-26,27, and 31-36 are provisionally rejected on the ground of 
nonstatutory obviousness-type double patenting as being unpatentable over 
claims 1,4,11-19 and 20 of copending Application No. 10/061526. 

Also, Claims 1 and 15-26 are provisionally rejected again on the ground of 
non-statutory obviousness type double patenting as being unpatentable over 
claims 1 and 4 of copending Application No. 10/061524. 

Although the conflicting claims are not identical, they are not patentably 
distinct from each other because the claims of the instant invention are broader 
in scope and thus encompass the subject matter being claimed in applications 
10/061526 and 10/061524, wherein "provider" reads on "sponsor". 
This is a provisional obviousness-type double patenting rejection because the 
conflicting claims have not in fact been patented. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
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only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 1,2,4,11,16, 17,47-56 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Rissanen (US 2005/0177506). 

Regarding claim 1, Rissanen teaches a method comprising: in a wireless 
network (Figure 1), receiving a user request for a packet switched data service (Figure 
1 ; Paragraph [0012], line 1); determining a provider for the service according to stored 
policies (Figure 3; Paragraphs [0010-0011]); and determining a billing arrangement for 
the service according to the stored policies (Paragraphs [0017-0022]). 

Regarding claim 2, Rissanen teaches the method of claim 1 in which the stored 
polices include how the user is to be billed and a basis for the billing (Paragraphs 
[0017-0022]). 

Regarding claim 4, Rissanen teaches the method of claim 1 in which the stored 
polices include pre-arrangements between an operator of the network and the provider 
(Figure 3, Paragraphs [0010-0011]; Paragraphs [0017-0022]). 

Regarding claim 11, Rissanen teaches the method of claim 1 further comprising: 
determining whether the user is authorized to use the service (Figure 3, items 62,64,68 
and 74). 

Regarding claim 16, Rissanen teaches the method of claim 1 in which the 
wireless network is a Global System for Mobile communication (GSM) network 
(Paragraph [0003], line 5). 
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Regarding claim 17, Rissanen teaches the method of claim 16 in which the GSM 
network is General Packet Radio System (GPRS) enabled (Paragraph [0003], line 6). 

Regarding claim 47, Rissanen teaches a method of providing a sponsored 
packet switch data service comprising: in a GPRS enabled GSM network (Paragraph 
[0010]), receiving a request for a packet switched data service (Paragraph [0010]); 
selecting a service provider for the packet switched data service (Paragraph [0010- 
0011]); connecting a session to the selected service provider; metering the session; 
generating billing information from the metering (Figure 3; Paragraphs [0010-0011], 
[0017-0022]); and allocating the billing information to appropriate parties (Paragraph 
[0011]). 

Regarding claim 48, Rissanen teaches the method of claim 47 in which the 
request is from a user (Paragraph [001 1]). 

Regarding claims 49 and 51 Rissanen teaches the method of claim 48 in which 
selecting further comprises: authenticating access for the user to the service provider 
(steps 62,64,66 and 68 read on authenticating access; Also, the use of user ID and 
password for authentication is well known in the art). 

Regarding claim 50, Rissanen teaches the method of claim 49 in which selecting 
further comprises: determining whether the request is for the selected service provider 
(Paragraph [0011], lines 6-7). 

Regarding claim 52, Rissanen teaches the method of claim 48 metering 
comprises: monitoring the session between the user and the selected service provider 
(Paragraph [0012], lines 1-3). 
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Regarding claim 53, Rissanen teaches the method of claim 47 in which an 
appropriate party is a network provider (Paragraph [0011]). 

Regarding claim 54, Rissanen teaches the method of claim 47 in which an 
appropriate party is the user (Paragraph [0016], lines 16-18). 

Regarding claim 55, Rissanen teaches the method of claim 47 in which an 
appropriate party is the selected service provider (Paragraph [0010], line 14-15). 

Regarding claim 56, Rissanen teaches the method of claim 47 in which the 
appropriate parties are the user, a network provider and the selected service provider 
(Paragraph [0012]). 

Claims 41-44 and 45 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by I'Anson (US 2003/0079013) 

Regarding claim 41, I'Anson teaches a method comprising: in a General Packet 
Radio System (GPRS) enabled Global System for Mobile Communication (GSM) 
network (Figures 1-2; Paragraph [0026]), collecting call data records (CDRs) from a 
Serving GPRS support node in the network (Paragraph [0027]); sending the CDRs to a 
charging gateway in the network (Paragraphs [0016], [0027]); processing the CDRs for 
packet switched data into a single composite CDR stream in the charging gateway 
(Paragraph [0016]); and processing the single composite CDR stream in a billing 
system (item 38 in Figure 2). 
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Regarding claim 42, I'Anson teaches the method of claim 41 in which collecting 
further comprises: collecting CDRs from a GPRS support node (Figure 2, items 17 and 
18; Paragraph [0027]). 

Regarding claim 43, I'Anson teaches the method of claim 41 in which processing 
the CDRs further comprises: augmenting the CDRs for packet switched data in a billing 
mediation node (Paragraph [0016]). 

Regarding claim 44, I'Anson teaches the method of claim 41 in which the single 
composite CDR stream represents a user session (Paragraphs [0019, 0027]). 

Regarding claim 45, I'Anson teaches the method of claim 44 in which the user 
session includes a plurality of individual purchase sessions (Paragraph [0027]). 

Claims 41-44 and 46 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Sjoblom (US 2002/0009053). 

Regarding claim 41, Sjoblom teaches a method comprising: in a General Packet 
Radio System (GPRS) enabled Global System for Mobile Communication (GSM) 
network, collecting call data records (CDRs) from a Serving GPRS support node in the 
network (Paragraphs [0036-0052]); sending the CDRs to a charging gateway in the 
network (Paragraphs [0036]); processing the CDRs for packet switched data into a 
single composite CDR stream in the charging gateway (Paragraph [0051); and 
processing the single composite CDR stream in a billing system (Paragraph [0036]). 

Regarding claim 42, Sjoblom teaches the method of claim 41 in which collecting 
further comprises: collecting CDRs from a GPRS support node (Paragraph [0036]). 
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Regarding claim 43, Sjoblom teaches the method of claim 41 in which 
processing the CDRs further comprises: augmenting the CDRs for packet switched 
data in a billing mediation node (Paragraph [0036]). 

Regarding claim 44, Sjoblom teaches the method of claim 41 in which the single 
composite CDR stream represents a user session (Paragraphs [0051]). 

Regarding claim 46, Sjoblom teaches the method of claim 41 in which 
processing the single composite CDR stream comprises: checking for records 
duplication; correlating information; and validating (Paragraph [0035, 0059-0060]). 

Claim Rejections - 35 (JSC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 5,6 and 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Rissanen (US 2005/0177506) in view of Martin et al. (hereinafter Martin) (US 
6795707). 

Regarding claims 5, and 6 Rissanen teaches all the particulars of the claim 
except in which the stored policies include matching a provider to a user's time of 
connection, user's location. However, Martin teaches in an analogous art in which the 
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stored policies include matching a provider to a user's time of connection, user's 
location (Col. 2, lines 18-26). Therefore, it would be obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time of invention to use the method in which the stored policies include 
matching a provider to a user's time of connection, user's location to make the billing 
process more efficient. 

Regarding claim 12, Rissanen teaches all the particulars of the claim except the 
method of claim 1 1 in which determining comprises: checking a user account for 
payment history. However, Martin teaches in an analogous art in which determining 
comprises: checking a user account for payment history (Col. 2, lines 18-26). 
Therefore, it would be obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention 
to us the method in which determining comprises: checking a user account for 
payment history to make the billing process more efficient. 

It is to be noted that these aspects of the claims are well known in the art. 

Claims 3 and 7-10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Rissanen (US 2005/0177506) in view of McKinnon et al. 
(hereinafter McKinnon) (US 2002/0003806). 

Regarding claim 3, Rissanen teaches all the particulars of the claim except the 
method in which the stored polices include policy decisions that are entrusted to the 
provider. However, McKinnon teaches in an analogous art, in which the stored polices 
include policy decisions that are entrusted to the provider (Abstract, lines 14-17). 
Therefore, it would be obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention 
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to have method in which the stored polices include policy decisions that are entrusted 
to the provider to make the billing process more efficient. 

Regarding claims 7-10, Rissane teaches all the particulars of the claim except in 
which the stored policies include matching a provider to a time of day or user classs or 
service class or network conditions. However, McKinnon teaches in an analogous art, 
in which the stored policies include matching a provider to a time of day or user class 
or service class or network conditions (Paragraph [0025]). Therefore, it would be 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to use the method in 
which the stored policies include matching a provider to a time of day or user class or 
service class or network conditions in order to make the billing process more efficient. 

It is to be noted that these aspects of the claims are well known in the art. 

Claims 13 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Rissanen (US 2005/0177506) in view of Syrjala et al (hereinafter Syrjala) (US 
2003/016522). 

Regarding claim 13, Rissanen teaches all the particulars of the claim except 
billing the user upon completion of a user session; and reconciling billing between a 
network operator and the provider. However, Syrjala teaches in an analogous teaches 
in an analogous art, the method of billing the user upon completion of a user session; 
and reconciling billing between a network operator and the provider (Paragraph [0002], 
lines 18-29). Therefore, it would be obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
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of invention to use the method of billing the user upon completion of a user session; 
and reconciling billing between a network operator and the provider. This modification 
enables a subscriber in a multi-provider environment to be billed using a single bill. 

Claims 13 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Rissanen (US 2005/0177506) in view of Syrjala et al (hereinafter Syrjala) (US 
2003/016522) and further in view of DiAngelo et al. (US 6101482). 

Regarding claim 14, Rissanen in view of Syrjala teaches all the particulars of the 
claim except the method of claim 13 in which the user session includes multiple 
transaction sessions. However, DiAngelo teaches in an analogous art, in which the 
user session includes multiple transaction sessions (Abstract). Therefore, it would be 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to use the method in 
which the user session includes multiple transaction sessions. This modification helps 
in the transaction sessions from heterogeneous web sites. 

Claims 15-26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Rissanen (US 2005/0177506) in view of Applicant admitted prior art 
(hereinafter PA). 

Regarding claims 15,18-26, Rissanen teaches all the particulars of the claims 
15,18-26 except in which the wireless network is a second generation wireless network 
or TDMA network or CDMA network or UMTS network or TETRA network or DECT 
network or AMPS network or WLAN or third generation wireless network. However, AP 
teaches in an analogous art, in which the wireless network is a second-generation 
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wireless network or TDMA network or CDMA network or UMTS network or TETRA 
network or DECT network or AMPS network or WLAN or third generation wireless 
network. Therefore, it would be obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to the wireless network in which the wireless network is a second-generation 
wireless network or TDMA network or CDMA network or UMTS network or TETRA 
network or DECT network or AMPS network or WLAN or third generation wireless 
network. 

Regarding claim 27, Rissanen teaches a method of managing a General Packet 
Radio System (GPRS) (Figure 1) enabled Global System for Mobile communication 
(GSM) network (Paragraph [0003], line 5) comprising: receiving a user request for a 
packet switched data service (Figure 1); determining a provider for the service 
according to stored policies (Figure 3; Paragraph [0010-001 1]; and determining a 
billing arrangement for the service according to the stored policies (Paragraph [0017- 
0022]). 

Claims 28-40 are rejected for the same reasons as set forth in claims 2-14 
respectively. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Muthuswamy G. Manoharan whose telephone number 
is 571-272-5515. The examiner can normally be reached on 7:30AM-4:30PM. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Lester Kincaid can be reached on 571-272-7922. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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